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troops could very well be placed in harm’s
way on a mission based more on good inten-
tions than on reasoned expectations.

The resolution also declares that the House
‘‘is confident that the members of the United
States Armed Forces, in whom it has the
greatest pride and admiration, will perform
their responsibilities with professional excel-
lence, dedicated patriotism, and exemplary
courage,’’ a confidence I fully share and wish
deeply to express.

However, I object to paragraph (5) of sec-
tion 2 of the resolution, which states that ‘‘the
United States Government in all respects
should be impartial and evenhanded with all
parties to the conflict.’’ I disagree with this pro-
vision because of my longstanding support of
lifting the arms embargo to permit the Bosnian
Government to defend itself against Bosnian
Serb aggression, a cause for which I also
have supported United States financial assist-
ance. In fact, I believe that if anything of last-
ing value can be achieved by the President’s
plan, it is to achieve this necessary military
balance. This paragraph contradicts that es-
sential objective and I must object to its inclu-
sion in a resolution otherwise deserving of
support.
f

TRIBUTE TO DR. LEWIS J. MINOR

HON. DICK CHRYSLER
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, December 18, 1995

Mr. CHRYSLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to share with my colleagues the unique con-
tributions of a 20th century icon in the Amer-
ican food service field—Dr. Lewis J. Minor.

As an inventor, entrepreneur, educator, and
generous benefactor, Dr. Minor’s career has
been one of honor and pride to an industry
that is fundamental to all Americans, yet this
story is largely unknown.

Like Thomas Edison and Alexander Graham
Bell, Lewis J. Minor was a visionary who
brought his solution to a basic human need to
market with startling success.

A food scientist by training, Dr. Minor
worked with his wife Ruth in their family kitch-
en to develop a variety of food bases that con-
densed the savory essence of poultry, vegeta-
bles, beef, pork, and seafood for use by pro-
fessional chefs. Using their own children as
blind-folded tasters, the Minors discovered the
secret techniques that would save chefs hours
of tedious labor in their kitchens, and allow all
of America to enjoy an excellent cuisine that
previously had been available only to the
wealth elite.

Now a staple in virtually every professional
kitchen, L. J. Minor food bases were launched
in 1951 when Dr. Minor left his secure job as
a respected corporate technical director at age
37 and set up shop in a single room with
$7,500, mostly borrowed, a loaned Hobart
mixer, and his dreams. After nearly a decade
of struggle—moving first into a former horse
barn and later to a converted car wash—the
Minor food bases caught on, largely through
word-of-mouth among experienced chefs.

From the outset Dr. Minor stressed quality
and customer satisfaction above all else. Upon
launching the L. J. Minor Corporation he stat-
ed, ‘‘The tenets upon which I shall build my
business will be honesty, integrity, accuracy,

kindness, punctuality, courtesy, friendliness,
and cleanliness. I will endeavor always to be
fair and helpful, not only to employees, my
management team and stockholders, but also
to customers, Government agencies, and
competitors.’’

Today, the L. J. Minor Corporation is
housed in an expansive plant in Cleveland
and its products are sold and highly respected
around the world. As an Horatio Alger story
about a dedicated inventor and industrialist
who made good, the tale of Lewis J. Minor
would be worth telling. But that’s only part of
this extraordinary man’s saga.

In 1961, with wealth and accolades to last
a lifetime, Dr. Minor made a pivotal decision—
he went back to school and in a sense started
over. In 1964, he received his Ph.D. from
Michigan State University’s food service pro-
gram with the sole intent of sharing with the
upcoming generation of hospitality profes-
sionals his vast knowledge of food science
and his personal vision of the importance of
an unwavering commitment to excellence.

Balancing his duties as president of a major
food manufacturer with the growing legion of
devoted students he taught at Michigan State,
Dr. Minor has left an indelible imprint on his
industry that would be difficult to overstate.

Although he sold off his interest in the L.J.
Minor Corporation some years back, Dr. Minor
remains a dominant force in American food
service education, and one of its most gener-
ous benefactors. He has written or coauthored
12 books and numerous articles in the field,
and has donated millions of dollars to help
students in the programs at Michigan State,
Cornell, the Culinary Institute of America, Pur-
due, Johnson and Wales, the University of Ne-
vada-Las Vegas, and through the continuing
education programs of the American Culinary
Federation.

Much is made these days of importance of
family values, and Dr. Minor embodies this
term at its finest. Beyond his devotion to his
wife Ruth over the 57 years of their marriage
and to their 8 grown children and their grand-
children, Dr. Minor has extended his family
through the years to embrace countless stu-
dents who came to consider the Minor’s house
their second home. It is interesting to note that
many of Dr. Minor’s pupils have gone on to
become distinguished food service industry
and educational leaders in their own right.

A new book entitle Always in Good Taste:
The L.J. Minor Story, has been written with
the assistance of John Knight, captures the
philosophies and accomplishments of this dis-
tinguished American for those who would like
to learn about a successful man who is not
above extending a helpful hand to anyone
who will take it. His example should be re-
membered always.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, December 18, 1995

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, due to
the death of my mother-in-law, Mrs. Norah
Lehtinen, I was unable to vote ‘‘yes’’ on House
Joint Resolution 132 expressing the sense of
Congress in favor of a 7-year balanced budg-
et.

HONORING DAN W. ECKSTROM

HON. ED PASTOR
OF ARIZONA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, December 18, 1995
Mr. PASTOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to

pay tribute to a leader of the Tucson commu-
nity and a dear friend of many years. In this
holiday season, I am especially grateful for the
services that Dan W. Eckstrom provides to the
Second Congressional District of Arizona as
an outstanding elected official and a dedicated
public servant. Dan has long been an activist
for children’s programs and for senior citizen
programs in Pima County, AZ, but it is during
this time of year that his caring for these two
groups is especially evident. On December 22,
1995, Dan will host his 28th annual Christmas
party for the needy children of South Tucson
and the Pasqua Yaqui tribe. At this event,
more than 2,000 children will receive gifts and
toys; for many of them, these will be the only
gifts they will receive this holiday season. In
working all year for this event, Dan organizes
the gifts, food, and volunteers and is solely re-
sponsible for the events’ tremendous success.
In addition, Dan organizes, packs, and person-
ally distributes 400 fruit baskets to senior citi-
zens.

Dan’s work for the community began at the
age of 9 when he walked various precincts for
candidates who pledged to help the disadvan-
taged residents of south Tucson. At age 24,
Dan was elected to the South Tucson city
Council and 2 years later, he was elected
mayor of South Tucson. He held the distinc-
tion for many years of being the youngest
mayor ever elected in the State of Arizona. He
served his constituents well and continued as
mayor for 20 years.

In 1988, he expanded his services to all of
Pima County, becoming a member of the
Pima County Board of supervisors. He contin-
ues to serve in that capacity today.

In his capacity as an elected official and as
a private citizen, Dan has always been the
voice of those in need, and he has tirelessly
worked to extend to all members of our soci-
ety the opportunities to succeed. To this end,
Dan has been a strong advocate of small
business and the free enterprise system. He
has also supported and endorsed worker pro-
tection and unions.

Dan has served on many boards and com-
missions with distinction. His awards and com-
munity recognitions span 41 years and are
from almost every group that works or serves
the south side of Tucson.

Dan W. Eckstrom is a citizen of merit for his
community, his State, and his country. I ap-
plaud his energy, and I ask my colleagues to
join me in recognizing one of our most de-
voted and admirable citizens, Mr. Dan W.
Eckstrom.
f

TIMELY INTELLIGENCE: IMPOR-
TANT AS EVER IN THE POST-
COLD-WAR ERA

HON. HENRY J. HYDE
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, as we continue to
reduce the size of our military forces and their
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presence overseas, it is imperative that intel-
ligence—this Nation’s early warning system—
is better than ever in this post-cold-war era.
As a combat veteran of World War II, I vividly
remember how an intelligence failure contrib-
uted to the tragedy at Pearl Harbor in Decem-
ber 1941. Within the Roosevelt administration
there were scattered bits of information as to
what the Japanese might be contemplating.
But, there was no one pulling together and
analyzing them as part of a coordinated effort
to furnish the President with an intelligence
estimate of Japan’s intentions.

Indeed, it was the painful lesson of Pearl
Harbor that prompted then President Truman
to establish after World War II a centralized in-
telligence organization. We must, therefore,
resist efforts to dismantle or cripple U.S. intel-
ligence. U.S. intelligence capabilities are criti-
cal instruments of our national power and an
integral part of our national security. With that
historical background, I would like to offer
some observations and recommendations.

THE DOWNSIDE OF DOWNSIZING

I have been told that the downsizing of the
intelligence community’s work force has been
especially injurious in key areas. In some
agencies, these reductions have allegedly ex-
ceeded 80 percent. For example, most of the
seasoned Russian military analysts, including
those performing highly complex analyses on
strategic missile systems, are reportedly mov-
ing on or taking early retirement while the re-
maining talented young analysts are looking
for other job opportunities that promise more
advancement. Meanwhile, the intelligence
community is being tasked to address a wider
range of threats and policy needs, especially
in the areas of proliferation, economic com-
petitiveness, environment, drugs, terrorism,
and humanitarian relief. Currently, warning of
potential regional crises and providing support
to NATO and U.N. forces in the Balkans are
absorbing major resources. These rapidly in-
creasing demands do not include the day-to-
day crises that consume additional collection
and research resources.

The upshot is a growing concern that intel-
ligence is being stretched to the breaking
point. This could have serious implications
downstream. For example, if another Russian
crisis were to occur—such as Yeltsin’s attack
on Parliament in 1993—the intelligence com-
munity today would be less able to warn of
military mobilization. Informed sources claim,
until recently, analysis and collection on the
deception and denial activities of potential ad-
versaries had dropped to dangerously low lev-
els. Purportedly, remedial action is underway.
This should be a high priority, as interpreting
warnings of attack will become more difficult
as adversaries improve their denial and de-
ception techniques. We must remember that
U.S. intelligence’s highest mission is to sup-
port U.S. policymakers in identifying and fore-
stalling threats to U.S. interests worldwide.
How to do this in an era of shrinking re-
sources poses real risks and challenges.

The idea that intelligence can stay abreast
of new technology, add new missions and still
downsize its personnel at a rate of 3 to 5 per-
cent per year is fantasy. Experienced intel-
ligence hands say downsizing must be slowed
overall and halted for high priority needs. At a
minimum intelligence programs should be rein-
vigorated in three broad areas to minimize
risks to U.S. forces and insure our ability to
maintain the capability to act effectively in a

major crisis. First, new investment should be
dedicated to increasing access to high priority
targets including Russia, China, North Korea
and the rogue states of the Middle East. We
must not forget that Russia and China pos-
sess strategic nuclear forces and that their
long-term political orientation could turn
against the United States if hostile leaders
were to gain power again in these
megastates. Second, a robust investment pro-
gram to counter denial and deception should
be built to embrace satellite, air, and ground
base collection. Such a program must include
dedicated analysis of, and attention to denial
and deception, especially in areas of highest
concern. Third, programmatic and personnel
policies must be formed to ensure the bright-
est talent, with linguistic and cultural expertise,
is devoted to the most vital issues that affect
U.S. security in the long run, not just to issues
of the moment.

COMPETITIVE ANALYSIS—A CARDINAL PRINCIPLE THAT
MUST BE PRESERVED

In this era of restructuring, the temptation
may be irresistible to eliminate perceived
redundancies within the intelligence commu-
nity. That may be necessary in the hardware
and collection areas. But, some competitive
analysis must be preserved in the analytical
realm, especially in areas like strategic nuclear
force analysis where threats to the United
States are potentially the gravest. I know I al-
ways want a second, and in some instances
even a third opinion, when it comes to ques-
tions of my health. The Nation’s well being
often pivots around national security issues.
Thus, the President and his key advisors must
have a variety of assessments presented to
them before they make critical, life and death
decisions. Moreover, there should be an es-
tablished procedure and available resources
for pursuing comprehensive challenges to
mainstream opinion in any analytical area sig-
nificant to national security.

COMMUNICATIONS TECHNOLOGY

The explosive pace of communication tech-
nology is posing new challenges for the intel-
ligence community. Data is moving around the
world in greater volumes and at faster speeds
than ever before. Maintaining our advantage in
understanding secret foreign communications
will hinge upon preserving a strong and robust
cryptological capability in the face of rapid
technological advances. I am concerned, how-
ever, about assertions from reliable sources
that adequate resources are not being com-
mitted to sustaining this capability.

DIRECTORATE OF OPERATIONS (DO)/COUNTER-
INTELLIGENCE

The incessant battering the CIA, and the
DO in particular, is receiving in the wake of
the Ames case has caused morale in the DO
to plummet to an all-time low. Much of the crit-
icism is deserved. Nevertheless, there is a
real need to be sensitive to this debilitating
morale problem as Congress helps the DO
remedy the problems cited in the IG’s report
on the Ames case. I was struck by the serious
lack of managerial accountability with respect
to the Ames case. Thus, it is very important
for the congressional intelligence committees
to engage in intensive oversight of what is
being done in the counterintelligence area. As
far back as 1988, I can recall Dick Cheney
joining me in questioning the then DCI, Judge
Webster, and others on why the Soviet, Chi-
nese, and Cuba sections of the Operations Di-
rectorate were exempted from the Counter-

intelligence Center scrutiny applied to other
areas of the world. In retrospect, it appears
that this exemption may have contributed to
Ames’ going undetected so long. Reportedly,
this inexplicable anomaly has now been rem-
edied.

Until recently, there did not appear to be a
coordinated counterintelligence mission for the
Government as a whole. Consequently, no
one determined what priorities and resources
should be given to each agency. I understand
a national counterintelligence strategy has
now been developed. If so, it should include
the following: First, a system for identifying
which secrets are truly critical to the national
security, second, assessing those secrets’ vul-
nerability to intelligence threats, third, manda-
tory cunterintelligence training for all intel-
ligence officers, and fourth, establishing pro-
fessional counterintelligence services within all
appropriate agencies and departments.

It is my understanding that the DO is with-
drawing to a large extent from certain parts of
the world. Budgetary constraints may make
this necessary, but it should be very carefully
watched. We do not want to repeat the mis-
take of the late 1970’s when the CIA withdrew
its presence from key areas of the world only
to find shortly thereafter that it had to be rein-
stated. Therefore, the DO must maintain a
surge capability to ensure it can rapidly re-
spond to unexpected emergencies. And for
this to be possible, a core network of agents
must be sustained in those places deemed
momentarily quiescent and unimportant to
U.S. security interests.

Recently, there have been disturbing press
accounts indicating the CIA is considering new
screening criteria for recruiting foreign agents.
The general impression conveyed is that
henceforth future foreign assets must have the
pedigree of Mother Teresa or St. Francis of
Assisi. Hopefully, these are exaggerated sto-
ries. To expect someone with the moral purity
of a saint to penetrate the Cali Cartel is wholly
unrealistic. Unfortunately, the harsh reality is
that the only way to infiltrate the tightly con-
trolled Colombian drug networks is to recruit
someone who has ties to them. The same
holds true for terrorist cells. We live in an im-
perfect world, and we sometimes must join
forces with individuals with less than pristine
personal histories. After all, during World War
II, we allied ourselves with Joe Stalin, one of
history’s all-time mass murderers, to defeat
Hitler.

In an experiment that bears watching, the
DI, Directorate of Intelligence, and the DO
have begun to colocate their personnel. In
other words, the operators and the analysts
are working side by side. Given the historical
antipathy between these two sharply contrast-
ing cultures, everyone is watching to see if
they can work together congenially. If they
can, the overall intelligence effort should bene-
fit immeasurably, especially in the area of
counterintelligence where—as spy scandals in
recent years have demonstrated—there has
been a crying need for better analysis. In this
partnership, it is crucial that the DI maintain
rigorous objectivity to preclude charges that in-
telligence analysis is being politicized. This
problem can only be avoided through strong
agency management.

COVERT ACTION

Since the mid-1970’s covert action has been
seen as an atypical procedure for the conduct
of foreign policy. It is imperative to rebuild the



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE 2406 December 19, 1995
consensus within the United States that once
saw covert action as a regular, legitimate
means of bolstering the realization of foreign
policy objectives. It must not be seen, nor
used, as a last resort, panacea, or substitute
for policy. Rather, covert action should be em-
ployed as a normal tool of U.S. statecraft, de-
signed to work in support of and in conjunction
with government’s other diplomatic, military,
and economic efforts both against traditional
and nontraditional targets.

CONGRESSIONAL OVERSIGHT OF INTELLIGENCE
ACTIVITIES

Congress obviously must play a very sub-
stantial role in any proposal to restructure and
oversee the U.S. intelligence community. In
this regard, I first introduced a joint intelligence
committee bill in 1984 and a congressional
oath of secrecy proposal in 1987 that was in-
spired by a similar oath taken by Ben Franklin
and four other members on the Committee of
Secret Correspondence of the Second Con-
tinental Congress. The latter has now been
adopted in the House, thanks to the efforts of
one of my congressional colleagues, PORTER
GOSS of Florida.

What prompted these confidence building
measures was a desire to make congressional
oversight more secure and effective. That can
only be accomplished if the membership of the
congressional panels trust the intelligence
agencies and vice versa. If they trust each
other, then both sides can be candid with
each other. As former advisor to President Ei-
senhower, Bryce Harlow, reportedly once said,
‘‘Trust is the coin of the realm.’’ Leaks destroy
that trust and do great damage to the whole
oversight process. Moreover, they can jeop-
ardize lives, as well as vital relationships with
foreign agents and friendly intelligence serv-
ices.

A joint intelligence committee, composed of
a small number of key Members from both
Chambers of Congress, would substantially re-
duce the risks of leaks. The fewer people in
the loop, the less likelihood of damaging dis-
closures. Our forefathers clearly recognized
this fact of life as they limited knowledge of
Revolutionary War secrets to only five Mem-
bers. Moreover, each of those individuals took
his oath of secrecy very seriously. None other
than Thomas Paine, the author of ‘‘Common
Sense,’’ was fired as a staffer of the Secret
Correspondence Committee for leaking infor-
mation concerning France’s covert help to our
Revolutionary War effort. We should not hesi-
tate to emulate our forefathers and punish
those who violate their secrecy pledges and
betray the trust bestowed upon them.

INTELLIGENCE PURITY

Periodically during my tenure on the House
Intelligence Committee, there were assertions
that intelligence assessments were cooked to
buttress certain foreign policy objectives. Im-
munizing the integrity of intelligence is of para-
mount importance. Thus, I am opposed to any
measures that would even smack of tainting
objective intelligence. In this connection, two
things come to mind. First, is the proposal to
abolish the CIA and fold its functions into the
Department of State. That is a recipe for cook-
ing intelligence if I ever saw one. Inevitably,
there will come a time when the diplomats will
pressure their intelligence colleagues down
the hall to color an intelligence assessment to
justify a foreign policy initiative. Moreover, the
more controversial the policy, the greater the
risk of politicized intelligence. Second, and re-

lated to the question of cooked intelligence,
the Director of Central Intelligence [DCI] must
not be viewed as essentially a political opera-
tive. Clearly, it is beneficial to the intelligence
community if the DCI has the President’s con-
fidence, but he or she should not be a policy
maker, as are Cabinet members. Rather, he
or she should be the President’s ultimate intel-
ligence advisor. In short, there must be a fire-
wall erected between intelligence and policy
which often is driven by political consider-
ations.

INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT TO LAW ENFORCEMENT

As chairman of the House Judiciary Com-
mittee, I am cognizant of the significant role
intelligence plays in supporting law enforce-
ment efforts. I am also very much aware of
the tension that often develops between intel-
ligence and law enforcement officials as to
how and when intelligence can be used.

Protecting sources and methods is the tran-
scendent concern of every intelligence officer.
Prosecutors, however, are looking for informa-
tion that can be used at trial. If security rea-
sons preclude the use of relevant intelligence,
then the prosecutor is left with something that
is, at best, of marginal utility. Moreover, con-
stitutional standards of due process and the
right to confront one’s accusers further com-
plicate the relationship between the intel-
ligence community and law enforcement.

Prosecutors are constitutionally bound, in a
criminal trial, to provide all exculpatory evi-
dence and any other evidence that might tend
to diminish the government witnesses’ credibil-
ity. Any information given to law enforcement
by the intelligence community is subject to dis-
closure, for these very reasons. The Classified
Information Procedures Act [CIPA] model
works quite well for criminal cases coun-
tenancing the government’s Hobson’s choice
between prosecution for criminal misdeeds
and the protection of sources and methods of
confidential national security information. In
that context, the difficult choice is rightfully
upon the government. But, in nonpunitive cir-
cumstances, such as with deportation of indi-
viduals shown through classified information to
be a threat to the national security if they re-
main in the country, the same tension exists
under current law.

How to reconcile the competing needs and
concerns in a deportation matter is a real chal-
lenge and one I have attempted to address in
the ‘‘Comprehensive Antiterrorism Act of
1995’’ (H.R. 1710). In that bill, we address the
frustrating situation where the intelligence
community has identified an alien as engaging
in terrorist activities while in the United States,
but because of the current deportation laws,
we cannot expel the alien from the United
States without disclosing sensitive informa-
tion—which could jeopardize lives and the se-
curity of this Nation.

In response to this dilemma, a procedure
has been developed whereby the alien would
get only a declassified summary of the classi-
fied evidence against him. All other non-classi-
fied evidence is, of course, discoverable.

Unlike CIPA cases, when a situation exists
where the provision of a summary to the alien
would risk irreparable and significant harm to
others, or to the United States, no summary is
required and the deportation procedure of the
terrorist alien can proceed. The classified evi-
dence, without disclosure to the alien, can be
utilized. Because this is not a criminal case,
we allow the Government action to proceed

without disclosure of the classified evidence.
The liberty interests of the alien are signifi-
cantly less than those of a criminal defendant,
and the national security interests of the Unit-
ed States must be superior to the interests of
any noncitizen.

In criminal cases, the defendant stands to
be punished—to lose either his life or his free-
dom for a period of time. The result of a de-
portation is simply explusion from the United
States—to continue one’s life freely and
unencumbered, elsewhere. To Americans, life
outside the United States may seem oppres-
sive, or certainly less than optimal; but, it is
not punishment.

A greater tension exists, however, when the
United States is faced with a classified allega-
tion that a legal permanent resident alien is
engaging in terrorist activities, and a declas-
sified summary cannot be provided without
creating larger risks of harm to others or to the
United States. These aliens, as recognized by
the Supreme Court, have a greater liberty in-
terest in remaining in the United States than
do other nonpermanent aliens. Thus, addi-
tional procedures to safeguard the accuracy of
the outcome, and the fairness of the proce-
dure, must be established. To that end, in our
antiterrorism bill, we established a special
panel of cleared attorneys who will be given
access to the classified information supporting
the terrorism allegation so that they can chal-
lenge the reliability of that evidence. This is
done to help the court in its determination of
whether it should ultimately order the alien’s
deportation based on the classified informa-
tion. The cleared attorney would be subject to
a 10-year prison term for disclosure of the
classified information. Hopefully, this new pro-
cedure, when enacted, will facilitate greater
sharing of classified information between our
intelligence and law enforcement officials,
without unduly risking disclosure of sensitive
information.

In summary, the world remains a treach-
erous place in this post-cold-war era. The in-
creasing threat of terrorism, especially against
U.S. targets both home and abroad, is just
one very important reason for maintaining a
robust intelligence capability around the world.
To do less ignores the lessons of Pearl Har-
bor, and all that implies for the security of this
great nation.
f

THANKS TO MAYOR WILLIAM
LYON

HON. JAY DICKEY
OF ARKANSAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. DICKEY. Mr. Speaker, when the Gov-
ernment shut down the first time this year, all
of us heard from our constituents about the ef-
fects upon them. Let me take this opportunity
to recognize a local hero in my district who re-
sponded to the shutdown with swift profes-
sionalism.

Knowing the shutdown would affect hunters
in the region by keeping them from hunting in
the Felsenthal Wildlife Refuge, Mayor William
Lyon of Fordycek, AK, responded with swift
professionalism.

A November 18, 1995, article from the Ar-
kansas Democrat-Gazette highlights well the
work of Mayor Lyons:


		Superintendent of Documents
	2019-05-22T11:19:08-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




